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TO THE 
FREEHOLDERS OF IRELAND. 


LETTER Il, 


On the Westminster Meeting ; on 
the debate on the Petition pre- 
sented by Mr. Sprixe Rice; 
on the treatment of Mr, O’Cox- 
NELL; on the address to Mr. 
Law ess ; and on the Catholic 
“ Esrancitration Bill,” as it 
now stands. 


Kensington, 31st Merch, 1825. 
IRISHMEN, 


Tie several topics, stated above, 
are of deep interest to you, and 
scarcely of less interest to the 
people of England. Before I 
offer you any remarks upon either 
of them, I will endeavour to give 
you a clear yiew of the state of 
your case up to this day. 

For some time it was expected, 
that a Bill would be proposed, in- 
cluding three things : 1. A repeal 

ts ities; 2. An 





your clergy out of th general 
taxes of the kingdom; 2: dn 








enactment for taking the right 
of voting at elections from a@- 
very large part of those who 
now possess that right. A Bill 
has, however, been brought in by 
Sir Francis Burpert, not includ- 
ing the two latter enactments, 
which Bill has been read a first 
time, and is to be read a second 
time after Easter ; that is to say, 
about, perhaps, the 10th of April. 
If that Bill pass the House of 
Commons, which will be ascer- 
tained at the second reading, the 
two enactments, just mentioned, 
are to be proposed, either by se- 
parate Bill, or as additions to the 
Bill which has now been read a 
first time; so that the Lords may,’ 
before the present Bill reach 
them, know the fate of these ap- 
pendages. 
On the Bill, which has been 
read, I will remark by-and-by, 
and { shall show, I think, that it 
contains regulations most insult- 





ion will ever take. Then 
come ‘the two enactments, which 
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ing to the Catholics, and'an oath, 
jo| which no hondurable man of that 
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have been called wings. Bills 
used tobe mataphorized as Aorses, 
and any hard condition imposed 
on its friends, and added to a 
bill, was called a rider. _Accord- 
ing to the new phraseology, aris- 
ing, doubiless, from that ‘ educa- 
tion,” which is now so fashionable, 
bills are birds, and such condi- 
tions are called wings; that is to 
say, things without which the body 
cannot fly through the Houses. 
The wings in question do not, 
however, appear to be of a very 
buoyant nature; for, there are 
many men, even in the House of 
Commons, who voted for leave to 
bring ina Bill for Emancipation ; 
who voted for the Bill, now brought 
in, being read a first time; and 
who will vote for the second read- 
ing; who will not vote for the 
wings; but, who will vote against 
them: and, indeed, if it were 
otherwise, these men would never 
dare look Englishmen in the face 


As to the opinions of the public, 
in England, with regard to these 
wings, you cannot have a better 
proof than that which is furnished 
by the proceedings at a public 
meeting in Westminster, which 
took place, on Thursday, the 24th | 
of March. I shall insert the 
newspaper report of those pro- 


ceedings. It is probably, incor-| tion 
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jreet, as to minor particulars; but, 
in substance, and as touching the 
great matters now under our eye, 
it must be correct; and I beseech 
you to read it through with great 
attention; and, when you have 
done that, to have the goodness to 


read my observations. Remem- 


ber, that the enemies of Catholic 
emancipation have said, that the 
public, in England, are against 


that measure. Here you will see 


what the public has said for itself 
on the subject. 


WESTMINSTER MEETING. 
Repeal of the House and Window Taz. 


Yesterday morning (24th, March), 
a public meeting of the Inhabitant 
Hlouscholders of the City and Liber- 
ties of Westminster was convened in 
the open space in Covent-garden 
Market, pursuant to a requisition 
presented to the Hign Bailiff, Arthur 
Morris, Esq. for the purpose of con- 
sidering the propriety of petitioning 
Parliament for the Repeal of the 
House and Window Tax. 

A temporary hustings was erected 
for the occasion in the angle of the 
Garden nearest to King-street. By 
the time the hour fixed for opening 
the business of the meeting had ar- 
rived, a dense body of persons, 
amounting in all to nearly‘one thou- 
sand, had assembled round the hus- 
tings. The crowd was of a very mot- 
ley character, and it was obvious that 
many had collected out of curiosity, 
and with a view of having what they 
were pleased to consider fun. This: 
party, at the onset of the business, af- 
forded themselves much amusement: 
by the noisy clamour with which they 
compelled a fire engine that was at- 
tempted to be driven through the 
crowd, to proceed in a different direc- 
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The Chair having [been taken by 
the High Bailiff, and the requisition 
for the convening of the Meeting 
read, 

Mr. Gardener, belonging to the 
Committee, stepped forward, and 
read the following Resolutions, and 
moved that a respectful Petition be 
presented to Parliament to that 
effect :-— 

Resolved, “1. That this Meeting 
have noticed, with great satisfaction 
and pleasure, the assurances con- 
tained in His Majesty’s Speech at the 
opening of the present Session of Par- 
liament, and the declaration of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on the 
increase and general prosperity of the 
country. 

“ Q. That it is the opinion of this 
Meeting that the people had a right 
to expect, and particularly from those 
encouraging statements, that some 
portion of the taxes would be di- 
minished, and that His Majesty’s 
Ministers would, in the first place, 
have relieved them from those taxes 
the most oppressive and obnoxious, 
in preference to others of a minor 
consequence ; that the Repeal of the 
House and Window Taxes would 
have taken precedence of all others, 
as the most harrassing, vexatious, 
and unequal in their operation. 

“3. That it is the opinion of this 
Meeting, that the House and Win- 
duw Taxes should, beyond all others, 
have received the consideration of the 
Legislature, not only on account of 
their being the most oppressive and 
obnoxious of al! taxes, but having been 
increased to their present high rate 
in aid of the war only; they, there- 
fore, ought, in justice and equity, to 

ve been repealed. 

“4. That’ the house and window 
taxes have always been considered'a 
grievance by all classes of His Majes- 
ty’s subjects ; and the Meeting is of 
opinion, that the remission of no taxes 
of equal amount will afford so much. 
direct and substantial relief, and be 
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Mr. Hunt then addressed the 
Meeting. He said it was so long since 
he had had the pleasure of appeatin 
before them, that he scarcely believe 
it was his own voice that was ad- 
dressing them. He did not know 
whether they had all heard the Reso- 
lutions that had been read ;. for his 
part, he supposed many of them had 
not[ cries of “No, no! they could notbe 
heard.”] The uproar had prevented 
them frum being heard, but the Meet- 
ing had carried them, because they 
knew they related to a repeal of the 
Assessed Taxes. Of all the taxes 
with which the country was bur- 
dened, there was none so olnoxious 
as the Window Tax, for it was of all 
things unfair to deprive us of the light 
of heaven,and the air we breathe. He 
was not on the Committee— not oneof 
the elect, and had no hand in framing 
the Resolutions, or he would have 
made some additiontothem. It was 
u matter of surprise to him, that nine 
years should have elapsed since the 
termination of the war, and the elec- 
tors of Westminster had not Been 
called upon before to petition Par- 
liament upon this subject. If the 
Chancellor of the Fxchequer wanted 
money in lieu of this tax, he would 
recommend a reduction in the Pa 
and Pension List, and again, he said 
he would do away with the Sinki 
Fund, as it was a mere delusion, an 
not productive of the slightest prac- 
tical advantage to the country, Ona 
former occasion, he had inveighed, @ 
he always would do, against titled 
ensioners, and he began the list with. 
is Grace of Buckingham, and then 
followed the Marquess of Camden who » 
held sinecures of 25,000/.each, Since 
that period, one of these Noblemén« 
had had the modesty to give up ‘his 
pension, and the other had been de- 
prived of it by ay Act of Parliament. 
At the County Mectings for Somer~ 





‘set, he had recommended that Prince 


Coboyrg should not have received so 
large a sum as had been allowed 


received with so much satisfaction by | hit, for it appeared to him to be a 


the le at large, as the repeal of 
the and window taxes. 


shame”}. He had ‘no objection ‘to 


+s ee eseees e+ [Cries of “shathe,. 
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the grant while they were living to- 
gether, but he thought 50,000/. should 
not be allowed him on her death, to 


spend ina foreign country. There, 


was another individual, the father of 
one of their Representatives, and he 
meant no offence to that gentleman 
—it was Sir Benjamin Hobhouse; 
he was in receipt, and had received 
for years, a pension for doing no- 
thing, and which he thought was 
oue of the sinecures that ought to 
have been taken cf The sinecures 
of Lord Arden and of Lord Grenville, 
he also thought, should he reduced, 
and which would take off part of the 
Tlouse and Window Tax. It was not 
a Resolution of this nature that he 
should propose —he had another 
topic on which to address them—he 
meant the proposition which had 
been brought into the House of Com- 
mons, for taking out of the pockets 
of the people a sum of 23,000/. and 





convinced that their long-tried Re- 
presentative would never consent to 
a measure, the object of which was 
to disfranchise nearly half a million of 
Spoor but honest subjects. (Cries of 
“ He never will.”) He should there- 
fore pany a Resolution, which 
would point out to the Ministers in 
what way they could repeal the 
House and Window Tax without di- 
minishing the Revenue. Mr. Hunt 
then moved the following Resolu- 
tion :— 

“That this Meeting has heard, 
with surprise and indignation, of a 
roposition to bring a Bill into Par- 
lament to impose a new tax of 
230,000/. a year, to be collected from 
the Protestants of England, to pay 
the Roman Catholic Priests of Lre- 
land, as a bribe to induce them 
tamely and basely to submit to the 





treasonable disfranchisement of halt 
a million of their countrymen, the 


paying it to the RomenCatholic Priests, | 40s. freeholders, who have always, 


fo induce them to surrender the rights 
of the 40s. freeholders, Were they 
willing to submit to this proposition 
[cries of “ No! No!” mingled with 
some marks of approbation]? Then, 
now was the time for the Meeting to 
Oppose it—now was their time to in- 
quire why the money is to be taken 
out of the people’s pockets, and they 
were tainly to sit by and see the 
liberty of the 40s. freeholders wrested 
from them. 
their representative, Sir Francis Bur- 
deit, introduced the proposition into 
the House of Commons for the emanci- 
pation of the Roman Catholics, and 
every fuir-dealing man would contri- 
bute his support ; but it was with sor- 
row he beheld the proposition se- 
conded by Mr. Croker, of the Ad- 
miralty—then his hopes disappear- 
ed; he was of opinion that the Lion 
and the Lamb could never agree, 
and that when Mr. Croker seconded 
the measure, something would be 
introduced that the public were not 
awate of. Ile was sure that this 
was a mean attempt to render abortive 
the good design of the Bill introduced 
by Sir Francis Burdett. He was well 









up to this time, enjoyed and exer- 
cised, as the dearest birthright of 
freemen, the right of voting for 
Members of Parliament.” 

The High Bailiff proposed, that it 
be postponed till all the Resolutions 
ak passed. 

Mr. Hunt insisted that it should 
oe immediately put, and that the 
sense of the Meeting should be taken 
on it. He was too old a soldier not 


He felt very happy when | to be aware that, if deferred, the 


answer would be, that a Petition had 
been agreed to, and that nothing fur- 
ther could be introduced into it. 

The Resolution was then seconded 
by Mr. Birt, and carried. The fol- 
lowing Petition was then read :— 

“To the Honourable the Com- 
mons of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland, 

; in Parliament assembled: the 

Petition of the Inhabitant 
liouseholders of the City and 
Liberty of Westminster. 

“ From the disposition shown by 
His Majesty’s present Ministers on 
their cuming into office, your peti- 
tioners anticipated that before this 
time much greater concessions, af- 
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f ording a more effectual and general | House and the People as a grant 
relief, would have been made to the bes aid of the War only; for at the 
people, and particularly in that de-|time the increase from 10d. in the 
partment of taxation to which we pound to the present high duty of 
now beg leave to call the serious | /wo shillings and ten pence, on all 
attention of vour Honuurable House, inhabited houses above 40/. a year, 
namely, the House and Window took place, your Honourable House 
Taxes. then pledged themselves to the Peo- 

“ That your petitioners, in every ple that this Tax, in the increased 
rank, feel the operation of these taxes State, was to continue six months 
as a burden; and as many of your)only after a general Peace : more 
petitioners are embarked in trade, |than nine years have now elapsed 


and necessarily occupying large and | since that event, and this Tax, in the 
increased state, still remains. Your 
| Petitioners now urge what, in justice 
and equity, they had a right to claim 
these nine years past, and call upon 
your Honourable House, without 


further delay, to redeem their pledge. 


expensive premises, do, from these 
circumstances, feel its operation in 
an oppressive degree; while others, 
embarked on a smaller scale, de- 
pending on the chances of trade for 
the support of families, not being 
able to satisfy its oppressive de- 
mands, frequently become the victim 
of its claims; and the very many 
distress warrants issued every year 
in Westminster alone, is a convinc- 
ing and fatal proof of the baneful 
effects of these very oppressive 
taxes, 

“That your petitioners were in- 
duced to believe that a total repeal 
uf these taxes would have taken 
place last Sessions, and the increased 
and flourishing state of the Revenue 
since that period warranted your pe- 
titioners in cherishing the most san- 
suine hopes, that, in the present 
Session, they would certainly have 
been discontinued altogether. 

“« That your petitioners feel totally 
disappointed in the reductions pro- 


oo by the Chancellor of the| 
xchequer, as affording no relief! 


these Taxes your petitioners could 
much enlarge upon, but it is suf- 
ficient to declare they operate ex- 
tremely oppressive on all household- 
ers; that they have been the entire 
ruin of many industrious persons 
throughout the Kingdom, and par- 
ticularly in the Metropolis, by break- 
ing up their establishment under a 
warrant of distress ; at the same 
time are the cause of great mental 
anxiety to many bauseaan’ they 
therefore pray your Honourable 
House will, by a prompt compliance 
with the just sad eaaualla A of 
your petitioners, by so doing, put an 
end at once to such afflicting and 
oppressive means of Taxation hy an 
immediate Kepeal,” 

Mr. Hunt called the attention of 
the Meeting to the fact, that the 





“ The baneful consequences of 


whatever to your petitioners; but! Resolution proposed by himself was 
applying only to such inferior dwell-| not incorporated in the Petition. He 
ings which, from the poverty of the thought this the greatest insult that 
mmates, are invariably excused the ever was offered to a Public Meeting, 
payment of all taxes, ycar after year, (Cries of *- No, no,” and much tu- 
to aid them in support of their family, mult.) 
and preventthem becoming anentire; Mr. Pitman said, they could not 
burden to their respective parishes.; know that Mr. Hunt would move 
“That your petitioners beg peeve any such Resolution. 
to remind your Honourable Tlouse, Mr. Hunt said, the Resolution was 
that the greater proportion of these! no longer his. It had been adopted 
taxes were increased during the War;/ by the Meeting, and he trusted 
and that the great addition was| would reject the Petition altogether, , 
then considered by your Honourable unless that Resolution was intro- 
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duced into it. Let.them do so, and 
show their spirit as Englishmen. 

Mr. Presland said, he should object 
to its introduction, and so he trusted 
would the Meeting, on the ground 
of irrelevance. (Cries of “ We do, 
we do !”) 

A great tumult now took place on 
the platform ; some persons con- 
tinued to address the Meeting, but 
they were totally inaudible. 

Mr. Presland said, the Meeting 
had been called fur the purpose of 
petitioning for a repeal of the As- 
sessed Taxes, and he thought the 
Catholic Question ought not to be 
introduced. He therefore moved, 
that Mr. Hunt's Resolution should 
not form part of the Petition. 

The High Bailiff put the question, 
and although the cry of * No, no,” 
was immediately raised, the show of 
hands was in fuvour of the Resolution 
of Mr. Hunt. <A warm altercation 
now ensued between the supporters 
of the Petition and the partisans of 
Mr. Hunt; and the former inquired, 
whether the Petition should be 
adupted. The feeling of the Meet- 
ing evidently seemed to be that the Pe- 
tition ought to include Mr. Hunt's 
Resolution, and the motion for the 
adoption of the Petition without Mr. 
Hunt's Resolution was negatived. 

Mr. Pitman then moved a Vote of 
thanks to the Members for West- 
minster for their conduct in Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr. Hunt objected, and said the 
thanks of the County ought certainly 
to be given to Sir Francis, as he was 
an old man, but they ought not to 
include his Colleague in the same 
vote, as he was so very young.— 
The greatest displeasure was mani- 
fested at Mr. Hunt's observations, 
and the original motion was carried. 

Sir Francis Burdett then stepped 
forward. He commenced by saying, 
that as the business of the day 
seemed to be concluded, he would 
address a few words to the Meeting, 
Had he not felt that it was due to 
them to return them thanks for the 


compliment just paid him, he should 





| 












have deemed it unnecessary to pre- 
sent himself to their notice. The 
question they had met upon was one 
of infinite importance to the Electors 
of Westminster,—it was to Petition 
the House of Commons, or as Mr. 
Hunt had said, the Government, for 
a Repeal of the House and Window 
Taxes, but the Resolution introduced 
by Mr. Hunt went to defeat the origi- 
nal intention of the Meeting. He 
must say that the Resolution had 
been introduced in the most unhand- 
some manner; for unless a Gentle- 
man would condescend to let the in- 
dividuals composing the Committee, 
know that he intended to movea 
Resolution, and the nature of such 
Resolution, how could the Commit- 
tee draw up the Petition which was to be 
read to them? Mr. Wunt had pro- 
ceeded in a most unhandsome manner, 
and in a way calculated to raise the 


‘spirit of discord where nothing but 


the most perfect harmony and unani- 
mity ought to reign. ‘That Gentle- 
man had come into the room, and 
had conversed with many of the 
Committee, and yet never mentioned 
his intention of moving a Resolution, 
though all the time he had it in his 
pocket ready prepared. Now his 
opinion as to this line of conduct 
was, that it deserved the appellation 
of what Mr. Hunt himself applied to 
a proceeding of some part of the 
Committee, viz. that of “ trickery.” 
{Loud applause.] There are some 
men who are much better as enemies 
than as friends, and in that light did 
he look upon Mr. Hunt. He, for 
his part, should be much more thank- 
ful to him for his censure than his 
praise. [Applause.]| He had said 
what he (Sir Francis Burdett) agreed 
with, regarding the Pension and 
Sinecure list. He had also told the 
meeting that the father of Mr. Hob- 
house, his colleague, was a sinecur- 
ist. of this — so, Sir —— 
might depend upon the opposition o 

both hineself ae collea 8 but he 
could tell Mr. Hunt that he was 
wrong, and that Mr. Hobhouse’s fa- 
ther was not on the sinecure Ast. [Hear, 
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hear!] Mr. Hunt had also brought 
forward the Sinking Fund, and men- 
tioned it as a source of great evil; 
and here, also, he agreed with him; 
but then these were questions which 
did not properly form part of the 
business of a meeting called to peti- 
tion against a particular tax. It is 
the business of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to find out a substitute 
for any objectionable tax.[“ Aye, but 
he will not do the business,” ex- 
claimed a voice in the crowd.] If, 
when similar petitions had been pre- 
sented, the Ministers had said, “Why 
do you not point out what we should 
take off?” the answer would have 
been, are we to tell them? He said, 
no. It is the duty of Ministers to 
diminish the Lurdens of the people 
as muchas they can, and to raise the 
revenue by the least objectionable 
means. [Hear, hear!] Amongst 
other things, Mr. Hunthad adverted 
to a much more fertile source of dis- 
cord than almost any that could be 
named, when he introduced into the 
par the state of the people of 
reland. He (Mr. Hunt) demanded 
that civil and religious liberty, and 
constitutional rights, be ertended to 
them ; so did he, [loud cheers.] But 
then it was proposed to give 230,000/. 
to the Catholic Clergy. Why we 
now draw from the English taxes 
four millions a year to keep down 
the Irish. Mr. Hunt objected to 
paying the Roman Catholic Priests. 
From the present state of the country, 
we must pay soldiers or priests. The 
question therefore was, whether they 
should pay 230,000/. a year to the 
Priests for their influence, or whether 
they should pay 4,000,0001. to support 
an army, who, with tyrannical and 
despotic means, would keep down 
the people of Ireland. He, for his 
part, should have no difficulty in 
making up his mind which course to 
pursue. Mr, Hunt also stated in his 
Resolution, that there had beena 
proposition to disfranchise the fort 
shilling freeholders of Ireland. No 
such. propusition had ever been made, 
and he should not accede to such a pro- 


position; he would rather disfranchise 
a corrupt borough like Old, Sarum, 
and deprive of their votes the perjured’ 
voters of many other Boroughs. 
[ Bravo, bravo !|} Such enfranchise- 
ment he would endeavour, as far as 
his influence extended, to prevent—he 
would endeavour to put the system 
of voting upon a fair — principle, 
[Cheers.] The qualification of the 
forty shilling frecholders in Ireland 
had noreference to such a qualification 
—these freeholders had not the least 
similitude to what the people of this 
country understood by forty-shilling 
freeholders. 1t was impossible, from 
the disturbed state of Ireland, to 
adopt any thing that might conduce 
to its tranquillity, without some ar- 
rangement with the Catholics. This, 
however, was not a meeting where 
such a subject should be brought 
forward, and, therefore, he, certainly 
disapproved of what had been done, 
for they had annexed a Resolution to 
their Petition, which would defeat 
the object of it, (great tumult, and 
cries of “ Hear, hear !"] Would itbe 
believed that any of the Irish 
advocates of the Catholic cause, 
who had devoted nearly the whole of 


their lives in carrying that one te ' 


into effect, had turned traitors all at 
once, at the time the prospect ap- 
peared favourable? By words peo- 
ple often allowed themselves to be 
deceived, and, in the present case, 
they had been deceived by those used 
by Mr. Hunt, [applause]. For the 
great object of obtaining civil and 
religious liberty and constitutional 
rights, he should always be a strong 
advocate, and in so saying, 
thought he should not be deserted by 
the Meeting, and he in they 
would trust to him when he said’ he 
would not desert them, Lapeeeey He 
would persevere at all times in car- 
rying an object into effect where he’ 
thought he clearly saw that’ 

lic would be benefited by it—fik 
cheers]. “In the attainment of that’ 
object-he should be led by what ap-’ 
peared to him to be most 








ple’s good—[\oud cheers followed thé 
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conclusion of the Hon. Baronet’s {was it a sinecure when his father 
speech]. When silence had been | bad done his duty as a Commis- 


obtained, 


Mr. Hobhouse addressed the Meet- 


ing. He returned sincere and heart- 
felt thanks for the honour they had 
done him. The censure which he re- 
ceived from Mr. Hunt was to him 
raise. With regard to himself, he 
Pad never, during the six Sessions that 
he had heen a Member of the British 
House of Commons, given a vote or 
dropped a single phrase that mili- 
tated against the interest of his 
Electors. Young as Mr. Hunt had 
called him, he knew how to distin- 
ish honesty from perfidy—young as 
e was, he knew how to distinguish 
impudence from courage, and young as 
he was, he could discern a false 
friend of the public from their sin- 
cere and honest advocates [cries of 
“ Bravo,” and “ Give it him, Hol- 
house,” “ How the blacking spills.” 
When Mr. Hunt talked of his (Mr. 
Hobhouse’s) father being a sinecurist, 
he would ask whether Mr. Hunt, in 
his manner of introducing the sub- 
ject, displayed either decency or de- 
licacy, and whether that had on 
thing to do with the business of the 
day? Wowmany familics were there, 
in which the members of them were 
obliged to entertain different opinions? 
He could, however, tell Mr. Ilunt, 
that what he had said was false, and 
it was as false as himself, and as false 
as his conduct had been to the people— 
hear ; cries of “ There’s courage, my 
!”}|—for never had his father re- 
ceived a farthing for doing nothing. 
He could tell the Meeting with truth, 
that not one farthing had his father 
received out of the public pocket. 
[Cheers]. He would, however, give 
them the particulars, and for enter- 
ing into which he hoped they would 
excuse him-| cries of ‘ Yes, yes."] The 
Creditors of one of the Indian States 
had agreed, that if the East India 
Conspang woul’ advance them some 
, they would allow a portion 
of it to be paid ot collecting the 
debts and carrying the arrangement 
ipte effect, He must therefore ask, 









Sloner of the Indian estates, and he 
-had laboured as much as any man 
‘breathing in the discharge of the 
duty attached to the ofice? He 
_ would again repeat to Mr. Hunt that 
his argument was false, that it was 
| false as Hunt himself, and as false as 
| Hunt had proved himself to the 
| people of this country { bravo, bravo |. 
| After this specimen of Mr. Hunt's 
honesty and iruth in his conduct to- 
| wards kis (Mr. Hobhouse’s) father 
,and himself, he would ask the Meet- 
‘ing whether they wished him there 
again? [Cries of “No, no! we don’t 
want him, let him go and sell his 
roasted nang What the individual 
| wished to do, he had done; he had 
defeated the object of the Meeting, 
by nullifying the Petition; and the 
/members of the Meeting would go 
home humiliated and crest fallen 
||here the crowd loudly vociferated 
'“ We did not understand the motion; 
| put the House and Window Tax again’’}. 
Mr. Hunt has had his turn in bein 
theard ; he (Mr. Hobhouse) had lis 
tened to him, and perhaps they’ 
_would hear no more ef sinecurists. 
As the Meeting had, by their pro- 
| ceedings this day, determined not to 
petition Parliament for a repeal of the 
House and Window Tares [loud calls, 
of Put the House and Window Tax 
again; we want them repealed”), he 
| felt it right to tell the Meeting, that 
he had given notice of an intention, 
| after the Easter vacation, to move for 
a repeal of those vdious and infamous 
taxes. He did not know whether it 
would be attended with a favourable 
result or not, but he hoped it might. 
He had heard it hinted lately that 
Ministers intended to repeal these 
taxes, though not this year; it was 
| to be done next year, and he would 
tell them why—because Ministers 
intended to appeal to the British 
public, by dissolving Parliament; 
and they thought that by such a 
measure, which must be fresh in the 


mind of every person, they mi 
gain the favour of the peogie thee 
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hear!]. He should, however, per- 
severe in his duty, feeling that the 
approbation of the country, and more 
particularly his constituents, would 
go with him ; consequently that Mr. 
Hunt's censure would also follow. 
[ Loud and repeated cheers. | 

Mr. Presland wished to move a 
vote of censure against Mr, Hunt, but 
the friends of Mr. Hunt were clamor- 
ous, and it was withdrawn, Thanks 
were then voted to the High Bailiff, 
tor his excellent conduct in the Chair, 
and he was about to return thanks, 
but was prevented by the multitude, 
who desired the Petition to be again 
put to the vote. The principal Mem- 
bers, however, had left the platform, 
and the Meeting was dissolved, Loud 
groans and hisses were directed against 
Mr, Hunt, as he was quitting the 
boards. Ile received all, however, 
in good part. When he was about 
to descend the steps, some angry 
words passed between the opposite 
parties. One individual challenged 
Mr, Hunt to fight, and placed him- 
self in a sparring attitude, Mr. Burt, 
his friend, demanded the card of 
another, but that person held his fist 
in his face, and told him. that that 
was his card, and he would fight him 
on the stage asa gentleman. Some 
persons, however, interfered, and 
Mr. Hunt and his friend left the 
platiorm, and walked down the 
Piazzas, followed by an immense 
mob, in the direction of Drury-lane, 
where we left him. 





Here, then, Catholics of Ire- 
land, the real public spoke as to 
two things, and those of the great- 
est importance. First, you see, 
that when Mr. Hunt, and, after- 
wards, Sir Francis Burvert, 
expressed a desire, that Catholic 
emancipation should take place, 
the whole meeting applauded! 
There was no division of opinion 





here. All were for emancipation. 
Where, then, are those, who said, 
at the opening of the session, that 
“ the people of England were not 
ripe for Catholic emancipation 2” 
This gives to those persons a flat 
contradiction. This shows, that 
the mass of the intelligent people 
of England are for you ; and this 
is worth ten thousand times as 
much for you as all that ‘ your 
ab'e friends ” in parliament ever 
did, or ever will do, for your 
cause. 

Then come public opinion as 
to the two pretty “‘ wings.” The 
newspapers hate Mr. Hunt, be- 
cause, I presume, he does not pay 
The Westminster Rume 
have a close connexion with the 
Part of this Rump 
are proprietors in the newspaper 


them. 
newspapers. 


Joint-Stock Companies, especially 
in those which would grant to Ire- 
land barrenness in the women, in 
order to make them and their 
husbands happy, Therefore, you 
are not to be surprised, that they 
represent Mr. Hunr as having 
been hooted by the meeting; as 
having. been held in scorn by, 
them; and as having been proved 
to be su very unpopular; while 
they represent Six Francis and 
Mr. Hosnovse as having been 
applauded to the skies! 

But you, though “ wild Irish,” 
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are, surely, not so very “ wild” 
@s NOt to possess some smal! por- 
ffon of common sense. And. does 
it require any large portion of this 
commodity to convince vou of the 
misrepresentations in this respect ' 
However, laying aside all other 
matter, what are the undeniable 
facts of this case’ They are 
these : That there was a meeting 
of the Electors of Westminster, 
called for the purpose of petition- 
ing for a repeal of the house and 
window taxes, a burden of which 
they are very anxious to get rid ;— 
that a Committee, with whom Sir 
Fraxcis Bervert and Mr. Hos- 
nose had co-operated, came for- 
ward, with those two along with 
them, and proposed to the Meet- 
ing certain resolutions, on which 
to found a petition ; — that Mr. 
Hexr (one of the electors) came 
upon the hustings, and proposed, 
before the resolutions were put, to 
ADD TO rues a resolution 


against peying the Catholic Cler- 


gy out of the tazes, and also 
against disfranchis ng the Irish 
freeholders;—that this resolution 
of Mr. Hewr was PASSED BY 
THE MEETING ;—that, not. 
withstanding this, a petition, 
brought, cut and dry, by Siz 
Francis and bis Ramp, was put 


| punished ! 
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Meeting had voted should be 
added to the other resolutsons ,— 
that Mr. Hcoxr complaimed of this 
leaving out, called it (what it was) 
a most gross insult to the Meetmeg, 
and advised the Meeting to reject 
the Petition altogether, if the mat- 
ter of his resolution were not in- 
cluded in it ;—that, now, oneof the 
Boaperr and Hossoevsse faction 
proposed to put it to the vote, 
whether Mr. Hoexrt’s resolution 
should be included im the Peti- 
tion, or not;—that this question 
was put, and that, though the cry 
of “ NO, NO,” was instantly 
raised, the show of hands was in 
favour of Mr. Hunt's resolution ; 
—that, after the resolution of Mr. 
Hest had, thus, been TWICE 
put to and agreed to by the Meet- 
ing, the Petition was put, without 
that resolution, and was NEGA- 
TIVED by the Meeting ! 

Was there ever any thing more 
decisive than this? Was there 
ever a fouler attempt to mislead 
the people! Did people ever 


show more good sense and more 


public spirit! Was ever foul play 


more justly and more signally 
Hossovse, in vent- 
ing the rage with which he was 
choaking, said, that the people 
would “ go home crest-fallen.” 


to the Meeting, leaving out Mr. | Dear little cock! It was he and 


Hewr's resolution, which the | his master that had got the cut om 
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the comb. The people had done 
their duty; they had shown, as 
Mr. Hewr called on them to show, 
“ the spirit of Englishmen” ; they 
had passed a resolution; they 
TWICE passed it; and, these 
who meant to juggle them out of 
their senses, those who thought to 
make mere tools of them, still put 


the petition withoat that resolution ; 





and then the people said, “ keep 
“your petition to yourselves, for 
“ we reject it.” Thus, the people 
of Westminster resolved, that they 
would continue to pay house and 
window tax, rather than not ex- 
press their hostility to the two 
wings, of which Sra’ Frawcis 


p2pa. 


Sir Peaxycis Berperr’s com- 
plaint, that the Committee had 
not previously had Mr. Henxt’s 
resolution submitted to them is 
curious enough. So, then, it is 
a Committee that is to settle on 
what is fo pass. and the Meeting 
is a mere farce; a mere thing for 
show ; a mere mockery. Suppose 
any man out in the Meeting were 
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Meetings in Westminster bees 
since the Rese has had the lead- 
ing-strings in their hands. These 
leading-strings are broken. I said, 
the other day, that. if any one 
man would come forth ata West- 
minster Meeting, he would show, 
in a moment, that these cajolers 
were nothing. 

Hosuovse’s insolence to Mr. 
Hewr is not seen in its true light, 
unless we rememmber, that the lat- 
ter is held under heavy recogni- 
zances to keep the peace! The 
little cocky seems to have bees 
half mad; and well he might. The 
fact of his father having enjoyed 


a most fat public office, for so 
Beepetr is the patron, if mot the’ 


many years, that the father was 
at the “ CRIB,” as Sir Farawncts 
called it, while the son was bawl- 
ing out against taxes, was pretty 
well; but, the cock-a-doodle had 
gicen notice of a motion, in the 
big House, for a repeal of the 
House and Window Tar. It has 
been observed, that he was “ rune 


! ning mute” this Session; and this 


motion was to enable him to “open 
with eclat. He wanted a petition 


to propose an amendment to a from Westminster to hold in his 


proposed petition. Is his propo- 
sition not to be put to the Meet- 
ing, merely becanse the Commit- 


hand, and to open upon; amd, 
there he now is, not only without 


such petition ; but, with a vote of 


tee has not, or do not, approve of /his own constituents against suck 


it? Such a Meeting is a despi-| 


cable farce; and such have all the tain a resolution against that dis- 


a@ petition, because it did not con- 
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franchisement of jrecholders, of 





which disfranchisement his poli- 
tical papa was the patron! 

Sad dilemma! He was obliged 
to give up his petition, or carry 
in, and present to the House, a 
condemnation of the projects and 
new principles that he knew his 
colleague and patron had adopted 
and was bound to support. The 
dilemma of the patron was still 
more distressing ; for he was com- 
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pelled to see the petition thrown 
aside; or, to carry into the House 
(as he must along with his man) 
a document, in which his own con- 
duct was condemned by his con- 
stituents! These two must make 
a fine figure when they come 
forth upon these two subjects. 
Mr. Rosixson will refer the man 
to the vote of his constituents, 
and Mr. Prev will do the same by 
master. They thought, that the 
Romp had prepared a snug Meet- 
ing for them; and, we can easily 
account for their rudeness and 
their rage. 

It is said, in the above report, 
that the people cried out, “* We 
“did not understand it: put the 
** petition again.” Why did they 
not do this? They knew they 
dared not. A motion was made 
for censure on Mr. Hunt; but 
creseessee but, what! Why 
“Mr. Hunr’s friends were cla- 











‘“ morous, and the motion was 
“ withdrawn.” Oh! then, Mr. 
Hunr had “‘ friends” at the Meet- 
ing! And, which is still more 
surprising, they were a majority ; 
for, they being ‘‘ clamorous,” the 
motion was “withdrawn.” The 
fact is, that Mr. Hunr had no 
particular friends in the crowd. 
He came before them to put their 
opinions to the test: the Meeting 
had been got up by Burdett, Hob- 
house, and their Aump Committee : 
they, indeed, had prepared a 
group of bawlers, and from these 
came all the opposition that Mr. 
Hunr experienced. The show of 
hands is the fairest thing in the 
world. In that there can be very: 
litfle undue influence. It was ia- 
possible, that Mr. Henr could 
have an undue influence on the 
Meeting; this was impossible ; 
and, therefore, the conclusion is, 
that the public, in England, are 
for Catholic Emancipation, and 
against disfranchising the. poor 
freeholders of Ireland. 

So much for the Westminster 
Meeting, and public opinion in 
England. Such is the proof, that 
the people of England are “ not 
“ripe for the measure of eman- 
“ cipation.” 1 always have said, 
that Corruprion would never be 
able toraise acry of “‘ No Popery” 
again, I have all along said this ; 
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and now it is proved to be true. 
I challenged Corrvprion to call 
a public-meeting : the false and 
savage old hag took good care 
not to do it: nay, I have heard, 
nnd I believe it to be true, that 
‘“ Westminster’s pride and Eng- 
land’s glory” was applied to for 
the purpose of calling a Westmin- 
ster Meeting to petition for un- 
qualified emancipation for the 
Catholics of Ireland; and that he 
refused to have any thing to do 
with it: in short, that he pre- 
vented such mecting being called. 
See, then, how things work! A 
meeting is called, he is contriving 
the proceedings with his Commit- 
tee; but, comes a man, as it were 
from the clouds ; turns the meet- 
ing into a Catholic-question meet- 
ing ; this meeting is for Catho- 
lic emancipation, and against 
blasting it with the “‘ wings” that 
the baronet had contrived, or 
adopted ! 

Another striking proof of the 
death of ‘* No Popery” is, that 
those words have been written in 
chalk on all the walls in and 
leading into London ; but, in every 
instance, other writers have gone, 
turned the first P into an R, and 
in most cases, the second P into 
a B. So that it is now “ No 


'Robery,” which does very well 
‘indeed; for, it is Robbery, and 
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not Popery, that makes the la- 
bouring people such miserable 
objects as they are. When the 
second P is left unaltered, it is 
“ No Ropery”’ which is not bad, 
as it may mean, ‘“ no hanging.” 
Thus, with that good humour, for 
which the English people are so 
famous, this great bugbear is 
turned into a subject of laughter. 
I dare say, now, that Mr.Cuarves 
Burier will ascribe this great 
change entirely to the efforts of 
those “ powerful friends,” of whom 
he and others talked at an Eng- 
lish Catholic Meeting, held last 
fall, when a proposition to make 
me a present of Dr. Linearp’s 
History was withdrawn, lest it 
should give offence to those 
‘“* powerful friends.” Mr. Bute 
cer, who had been labouring, he 
said, forty years in the vineyard 
of Emancipation, will, I wiil en- 
gage, ascribe no part of this change 
tome. No matter; I shall work 
on to the end of my “ Proresre 
ant Rerormarion,” and leave 
Mr. Cuaries Burixr to ascribe 
even that, if he chooss, to his 
“ most powerful friends.” 

We now come to the debate, 
in the House of Commons, on 
Monday last, when Mr. Serine 
Rice presented a petition from 
certain Protestant landholders of 
Ireland, in favour of the Bill and 
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4 ; its.“* wings.” You will, my friends,|he most heartily concurred with 
| ame . . them, and should such measures be 
as | read this report with great atten-|ijtroduced into that House, they : 
fis. , tion. Here vou have the substance | should have from him all the support 5 
ore oF -, : |which he could possibly give them. : 
i of all that will ever be said, in| tye could not help flattering himself : 


the Honse, upon the subject. | with the belief, that the circumstances 


, of the present time were much more 
ith Pray pay attention to the whole | f vourable for the success of the 








‘ “yp of it; and when you have done! great question of Gathalia Emanci- 
ed, | , ; pation than they had ever been at any 
‘. 4 that, I shall have to beg of you to former me ie hy The Catholic Asso- 
a hear the remarks that I have to ciation having been put an end to by 
ees . Parliament, an act of grace, such as 
\ make on it. : grat 

| the concession of the claims, would 

ibe received with feelings of peculiar ; 

a Mr. Spring Rice rose to present aj satisfaction by the Catholics them- * 

i Petition from a great number of selves. Many of the Catholic leaders iv 

-highly respectable Protestants in (had also been in this country; and a “i! 

Ireland, possessing among them! number of those who had hitherto ? 

landed property to the amount of at been stanch opponents of the Ca- ‘ 

least two hundred Uiousand pounds a | tholic Question had had an opportu- gi 

year. These petitioners were chiefly | nity of conversing with them, and of fk: 


individuals who had hitherto been | weighing and examining their opi- 7 £ 
among the most steady and faithful op- | nions and principles ; and he was 

posers of the Catholic claims. The!persuaded that he spoke but the 
result, however, of their further ex- truth, when he said that this inter- 
perience and observation upon the | course had made the most favourable 
subject, was, that they now came for- | impression on those who had been 
ward, declared their satisfaction that | most hostile to the Catholic claims. 
Parliament bad taken the disqualifi-|The examination of the Catholic 
cations of the Roman Catholicsof Ire-| gentlemen in the Committees had 
land into consideration, and expressed | likewise a considerable effect in re- 
their hope that those disqualifica-| moving prejudice and inspiring con- 
tions, which they were now convinced | fidence. One word more: if he 
were most prejudicial to the peace | could believe that what was called 
and prosperity of Ireland, would be} raising the qualifications of the pre- 
removed. In addition to this ge-|sent forty-shilling freeholders could 


neral declaration on the part of the| have the effect of checking the popu- 


petitioners, a further duty had been lar feeling of the country, or of dimi- 
imposed upon him (Mr. Spring Rice), 


| nishing the strength of popular prin- 
by some of the subscribers to the) ciples among the peasantry and the 
Petition, who, while they were pre-| 


‘small land-owners of Ireland, it 

pared to express their hearty concur-| should not have his concurrence. 

rence in the expedience of the Bill) But it was because he knew (he did 

which had been already introduced | not sav he believed, but knew) that 

into the Llouse, instructed him to! it would be a most wise, salutary, 

say, that the success of that Bill! and popular reform of the constituent 

would atiord them greater satisfac-! body in Ireland, that he was determined 

tion of af were accompanied by two other | to support it. Its tendency would: be 

measures—namely, & measure affect- to increase the control over the repre- 

ing the qualifications of forty-shilling | sentative body, and to render that 

(ait JSrecholders in Ireland, and a measure body more amenable to public opinion, | 

Be to secure a provision for the Catholic This very measure, which those who 
Clergy in Ireland. In these points were deficient in local knowledge 
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maintained would trench upon po- 
pular right, he was convinced would 
materially strengthen it, would ex- 
cite dormant energics, and would, as 
he had already observed, effect a 
most just, wise, and salutary wprove- 
ment in the churacter of the constituent 
body without the doors, and of the 
representative body within them. 

On the motivn for bringing up the 
Petition, 

Mr. Liitleton expressed the satis- 
faction which he felt at the sentiments 
which had just fallen from the Hon. 
Gentleman, and took the present op- 
portunity of giving notice, that as 
soen as the Bill, which was already 
in the House, should have passed 
(for he had no doubt it would pass) 
the second reading, he would propose 
a measure for the regulation of the 
elective franchise ix Ireland. Whether 
he should propose that measure in 
the shape of a separate Bill, or of a 
clause in the Bill now in progress 
through the House, was a question 
which he was not yet prepared to 
answer. But in neither case would 
he make any proposition, the effect 
of which would be to trench on any 
existing privileges. It would be en- 
tirely prospective in its character, and 
would in no way touch the right of 
voling where it was at present prac- 
ticully existing. Hewas not disposed 
at present to say to what amount of 
property he would recommend that 
the qualification for voting should be 
raised; but he conceived that it 
ought to be to some sum not less 
than 5/. and not more than 10/. It 
was not because he himself thought 
that the concessions to the Catholics 
ought to be accompanied by any se- 
curities that he intended to make 
this proposition. He had always 
held that Catholic Emancipation 
would carry with it its own security. 
But although he yielded to no man 
in his wish that the benefits of the 
British Constitution should. be 
thrown open to all classes of His Ma- 
Jjesty’s subjects without difficulty or 
hesitation, he felt bound to respect 
the conscientious scruples of these 


who required ‘some securities before 
they could satisfy their own minds 
as to the expediency of grauting those 
benefits to His Majesty’s Catholic 
subjects ; and he knew that there 
was a large proportion of the Pro- 
testant population of this country 
who considered some regulations ree 
specting the elective franchise in Ireland 
as an indispensible accompaniment to 
Catholic concession. 

Mr. M. A. Taylor said, that as the 
Honourable Member for Staffordshire 
had not gone into any details with 
respect to his proposed measure, It 
was not his intention to enter into 
any discussion on the subject. But 
he begged leave to say 2 tew words, 
merely to enter his protest, in the 
first instance, against the proposition, 
in order that he might not hereafter 
be charged with inconsistency re- 
specting it. He asked pardon of the 
House for speaking for a moment of 
himself, but having had the honour 
of a seat in Parliament for between 
thirty and forty years, he had pledged 
himself to the maintenance of cer- 
tain principles from which he should 
certainly not now depart. Many 
years ago, and at different times, he 
had expressed himself in favour of 
Catholic Emancipation. For. the 
Bill in progress through the House 
he had voted, because the best friends 
of the peace and prosperity of Eng- 
land and Ireland thought it indispen- 
sible. But what was the state of 
things now? He had never until 
that moment been told, that in order 
to procure Catholic Emancipation we 
must have a Reform of the Repre- 
sentation of Ireland, and must pay 
the Catholic Clergy of [reland out of 
the funds of England. ‘To the pro- 
premen of paying the Catholic Clergy 
1e should have no objection, if means 
could be devised for doing so out. of 
the funds of Ireland, and if the Gen- 
tlemen of Ireland chose so to: 
these means. But after the num 
of years in which he had been em- 
ployed in that House, in endeavour 
ing to keep down the taxation of those 
who had sent hisu there, and to di- 
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minish their burdens, he did not un- 
derstand being called upon to pay two 
hundred and thirty or two hundred 
and forty thousand pounds for Catho- 
lic Emancipation as a kind of boon, 
when he had been all along told that 
it was so desirable a measure. With 
what face could he, who had for so 
many years laboured to reduce taxa- 
tion, acquiesce in such a proposition ; 
Although he was a strict Protestant, 
and a Church of England Protestant, 
he had dissented from the vote for 
giving money to build new churches? 
not because he did not wish to see 
new churches built, but because, as 
he had told the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in the Committee, he 
thought the expense ought to be de- 
frayed by the congregations, and not 
by the public at large. After sucha 
proceeding, with what face could he 
consent to tax his constituents for the 
maintenance of the Irish Roman Ca. 
tholic Clergy? He never would do 


so; and were he the only individual 
in the House hostile to such a propo- 
sition, he would persevere in his op- 


pasition toit. With respect to the 
other proposal, for interfering with 
the Representation of Ireland, the 
nature of it was directly adverse to 
the principles which he had all his 
life abe advocating. Was he not 
one of the Friends of the People 
in 1795? (A laugh.) He had al- 
ways been for extending, not for 
limiting, the right of voting. 
a forty-shilling qualification were con- 
sidered as too small for an elector in 
Ireland, what was to prevent its being 
considered as too small for an elector 
in Englund? But how would such a 

oposition be relished in this country? 
He thought himself as good a voter 
in the county of Durham as any man, 
and yet his qualification did not ex- 
ceed Sl. [A laugh.| Yet such a pro- 

ition as that of the Honourable 
are tor Staffordshire would de- 
stroy al] such qualifications. Look 
at many of our tenures. Look at the 
practice of Knaresborough, where the 
bu voted with a wet seal. Was 
it not, indeed, the practice of all bur- 
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gage tenures to vote with a wet seal? 
All these might as well be disturbed 
as the elective franchise of the forty- 
shilling freeholders in Ireland. He 
was extremely sorry at the introduc- 
tion of this proposition. Had the 
Bill gone on as it was going on, it 
must have triumphed in that House, 
and after two or three Sessions the 
other House would have found it im- 
possible longer to withstand the ge- 
Neral opinion in its favour. But he 
would now tell the Honourable Mem- 
ber for Staffordshire, that if he meant 
success to Catholic Emancipation 
(and he did not duubt that he earnest- 
lv wished it), he had taken the very 
worst course that could possibly be 
adopted for obtaining that object. 

Sir R. Shaw was persuaded, that 
nothing was so likely to conciliate the 
minds of the Protestunts of Ireland as 
the proposed alteration in the elective 


franchise, and the proposed provision 


for the Roman Catholic Clergy. He 
had received a number of letters 
from Ireland, all concurring in the 
opinion, that if those two measures 
were agreed to, the opposttion to the 
Catholic Emancipation Bill would be 
almost entirely done away with. 

Sir J. Newport was anxious on all 
occasions to state fully and frankly 
his opinions upon the various ques- 
tions that were brought before that 
House ; and he was, of course, es- 
pecially solicitous to do so with re- 
ference to that vitally’ important 
measure, notice of a proposition re- 
specting which had just been given 
by the Ilon. Member for Stafford- 
shire. He felt peculiar anxiety on 
this subject, because he was con- 
vinced in his own mind, that the 
Hon. Gentleman’s proposition would 
tend materially to facilitate the 
progress of the measure of which he 
(Sir J. Newport) had been for twen- 
ty-three years in the House, and 
forty years out of the House, the 
unceasing advocate. If he had 
failed to convince the House that he 
was warmly attached to the real free- 
dom of election, and exceedingly de- 


sirous to maintain the substantial 
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rights of the people, down to the 
lowest ranks in society, he had for 
many years been labouring in vain. 
But when the Hon. Member for Dur- 
ham said that he believed the Catho- 
lic Question would triumph in two or 
three Sessions, without these injuri- 
ous appendages, as he termed them : 
he (Sir J Newport), who knew some- 
thing more of Jreland than the hon. 
Gentleman, (Hear, hear), begged 
leave to tell him, that the conse- 
quences of deferring the Emancipa- 
tion were not to be calculated. Wher: 
the hon. Gentleman talked of not 
burdening his constituents with 
240,000/. a year for the purpose 
of providing for the Catholic Clergy, 
he (Sir John Newport) begged to 
ask him if he should think it 
a better plan to pay three mil- 
tions a year fer soldiers? Segre hear !] 
It was utterly impossible to believe, 
that so great a portion of the commu- 
nity could remain in a state of serious 
discontent, aggravated by various 
considerations, without giving occa- 
sion for large and continued expense. 
It was highly momentous that the 
question should undergo a speedy, 
and, as he trusted, a favourable de- 
cision. The present was, perhaps, 
the most fortunate period for such a 
decision that could possibly occur. 
Parliament had a mass of evidence 
before them to show the evils of the 
present system. They had before 
them the opinions of the Protestants 
of Ireland, as well as of the leaders 
of the Catholics. Let them seize the 
golden opportunity. Let them not 
allow it to pass by. Former favour- 
able opportunities had been permitted 
to slip; let not the present be added 
to the number. There was at pre- 
senta concurrence of fortunate events, 
the continuance of which could not 
possibly be anticipated; and unless 
advantage was taken of them to adopt 
Means of permanently tranquillizing 
Ireland, the most incalculable evils 
must be expected. With t to 
the contemplated change in the elec- 
tive franchise, he was bold to say, that 
whenever that subject came regularly 
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under discussion, he should be able to 

rove, to the satisfuction of the most 
incredulous, that the elective franchise 
in the hands ef many of those who now 
hold it in Ireland, so fur from being a 
boon, was pregnant with the most wm- 
They were not 
free agents. They might be called 


‘freeholders or free electors; but the 


term “free” was misapplied. They 
were driven or dragged to the hust- 
ings to do, not what they wished , 
themselves, but what their superiors 
wished. 

Mr, S. Wortley expressed his re- 
egret at what had fallen from the 
Hon. Member for Durham. He was 
in hopes that the proposition of his 
Honourable Friend, the Member for 
Staffordshire, would have met with 
unanimous support. He entreated 
his Hon. Friend, however, not to be 
deterred by any threatened opposi- 
tion; for he believed in his con- 
science that the House would pass 
the Emancipation Bill, together with 
his Honourable Friend’s 1 roposition ; 
and he trusted that a great majority 
would be found on that side of the 
question. 

Sir R. Wilson observed, that when 
he voted for Catholic Emancipation, 
it was with a view of increasing, not 
of decreasing the rights and privileges 
of the Catholics of Ireland. If any 
abuses existed in the Representation 
of Ireland, let a Committee be appointed 
to investigate them. To that extent 
he was quite ready to go. He was 
ready to correct all abwses—to make 
fallacious voters, if such there were, 
substantial. But further he could 
not go. He must continue to main- 
tain the Act of the 33d of Geo. III, 
by which the Catholics were per- 
mitted to enjoy the elective franchise. . 
He would oppose all measures which 
contemplated any alteration, where 
the votes were bona fide registered. 

Lord John Russell spoke in so low 
a tone of voice as to be very indis- 
tinctly audible in the gallery. We 
understood the Noble Lord, how- 
ever, to say, that he considered the 
raising of the qualification, and the 
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provision for the Catholic Clergy, as 
SO infinilely small a price for the great 
benefit of Catholic emancipation, 
that he would not delay the measure 
a single moment by declining to 
pay it. 

Sir Francis Burdett felt it ncum- 
bent upon him to say, thathe didnot 
altogether concur in the sentiments 
that he had just heard ; but, not- 
withstanding what had been urged 
against the proposed measures. with 
respect to the modification of the 
voting in Ireland, he was stillof opi- 
nion that the projected alteration rela- 
tive to the Irish forty shilling freehol- 
ders would be beneficial. With refe- 
rence to the measure for providing 
stipends fur the Catholic Clergy, he 
should be disposed to give an equally 
decided support to that proposition. 
The subject of expense had been 
dwelt upon by Honourable Gentle- 
men ; but nothing that had been said 
with relation to expense was calcu- 
lated to turn the balance in his mind 
one way or the other. This was not 
an abstract question, but one con- 
nected with present interests and 
sentiments, and he should like to 
know upon what terms the Govern- 
ment support to Catholic Emancipa- 
tuon could be obtained. He was 
teady to make great sacrifices to obtain 
the Emancipation of the Catholics. 
There were certain misconceptions 
which had been put forth in relation 
to Mr. O'Connell, which ought in 
justice to that Gentleman to be removed. 
It had been stated that the Com- 
mittee had not delegated to Mr. 
O’Connell the power to draw up the 
Bill. The fact was, that Mr. O’Con- 
nell was induced to draw up a rough 
sketch of the Bill, which had given 
satisfaction to a body of Gentlemen, 
not of the Committee, but who had 
assembl<d in order to ascertain the sen- 
iments of the Irish people upon the 
subject. Mr. O'Connell had_ not, 
therefore, drawn up the Bill for the 
Committee, as had been stated to the 
public, 

Mr. Peel stated, that it was not 
his wish to provoke any discussion 
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upon the question, but he wished 
the course he intended to iake to be 
perfectly clear, and well understood. 
He had no hesitation tw state, that he 
could not accept of the present measure 
as a compromise; and the proposed 
plans of distranchising the forty 
shilling voters, and of making: a 
State provision for the clergy, would 
not induce him to relux his opposition 
to the pretensions of the Catholics. 
But it was possible that his opinions 
upon the Catholic claims might be 
overruled, and then the question 
would be, what course he should 
pursue in endeavouring to modify 
future proceedings, Upon this point 
he must declare that his mind was 
not made up, and the question in- 
volved many collateral considera- 
tions. In the present state of the 
question, he should declare that he 
could not accept of the present mea- 
sure as a compromise for withdraw- 
ing his opposition to the Catholic 
claims. 

Mr. Tierney was anxious to know 
whether the adoption of this mea- 
sure would be received as a compro- 
mise, by those who were the op- 
ponents of Catholic emancipation? 
if it were to be so received, he was 
ready to declare that he would give 
it his support. 

Mr. Brownlow stated, that he had 
held an extensive correspondence 
upon the subject with several gentle- 
men in Ireland, whose opinions 1n 
relation to this measure were eXx- 
tremely valuable. ‘These gentlemen 
had stated that, in their opinion, the 
present plan of making provision for 
the Catholic Clergy, would tend to 
reconcile the Protestants of Ireland 
to the emancipation of the Cutholics. 
For his part, whether the question 
was carried or not, it did appear to 
him to be nothing more than a bene- 
ficial measure, to establish a Legisla- 
tive provision for the Catholic Priest- 
hoed, many of whom were now in @ 
state little better than that of beg- 
ging their bread. With respect to 
what was called an Elective Fran- 
chise, the term, in his opinion, was 
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most improperly applied. The forty 
shilling voters in Ireland, in respect 
to elections, were in a state of abso- 
lute slavery, and the whole system of 
their voting at elections was objec- 
tionable in the extreme. 

Mr. C. Grant conceived that the 
most important point in relation to 
the Catholic claims now before the 
Hiouse, was the situation of the 
Catholic Priests, and of the 40s. 
voters. The situation of these two 
classes principally contributed to the 
unfortunate situation of the Irish 
Jandlord. The footing upon which 
the Irish voters had been placed in 
1793, had been mast destructive of 
the real freedom of Ireland. 

Mr. Lawson stated that he had 
been induced to alter many of his 
opinions by what had passed in the 
Committee. Gentlemen, in discus- 
sing the loss and gains of the Catho- 
lics by the proposed measure, had 
overlooked what would be the effect 
of the present plan upon the Protestants. 
The Protestants would not be so wel! 
satisfied as many Gentlemen sup- 
posed at being deprived of their elec- 
twe franchise, and the present mea- 
sure would be far from giving satis- 

action in the northern parts of 
Ireland. 

Mr. |W. Courtenay regretted that 
sich a Petition should have been 
resente| to the House. Many of 
1s Constituents were friendly to the 
granting of the Catholic claims; but 
the question was, whether the acop- 
tion of the two measures would tend 
to cure dhe fears of those who uppre- 
hended evils from the concessions to 
the Catholics. We much doubted 
whether the proposed alterations 
with respect to the Irish freeholders 
would have the anticipated effect. 

The Petition was len brought up 
and ordered to be printed. 





First, you will observe, that 
Mr. Rice’s petitioners are great 
Protestant landlords, who have 
always ‘ heretofore been the most 

edy opponents of the Catholic 





“ claims”; but, now, if they can 
but get money paid to the Catholic 
Clergy, and get the small free- 
holders disfranchised, are most 
eager to grant ‘the claims! 
What do we want more than this 
to show us, that these projects are 
intended to counteract the effect 
of the emancipation? What do 
we want more, unless webe na- 
tural fools, to convince us, that, 
in the opinion of these great Pro- 
testant landlords, the "Squirarchy 
of Ireland, the Catholics would 
lose more by the wings than they 
would gain by the body of this 
famous project? That is a point 
settled in their minds; and, when 
to this conduct of theirs we add 
the decidedly expressed opinion 
of Dr. Doyix, that emancipation 
would be a less, ifaccompanied with 
a disfranchisementof the 40s. free- 
holders. Yes,that he knowswell; and 
the Ornancemen know ittoo ; and, 
therefore, these latter petition for 
emancipation ; pray, good, kmd 
souls, that their Catholic country- 
men may be emancipated, and 
not only emancipated, but receive 
the additional benefit of disfran- 
chisement! “ Well,” as Mr. 
O'Conne i says, * believe me, 
“they are much better’ men than 
‘our passions had allowed us to 
‘believe them”! Was ever de- 
lusion so great; and was it ever 
effected by impositions so gross ! 
Mr.Sprine Rice is, you see, 
a thorough-paced reformer of the 
Burdett school. He, good, staunch 
reformer, is quite convinced, that 
the voters and the members 
will both be the better for the dis- 


franchisement. He thinks, too; 
that the popular voice will be made 


the louder by the silencing of 
ninety-nine hundredths of 


whe utter that voice! ‘“* Blessed 
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man!” as Henry VIII. said to 
Cranmer, when he told him, that 
he would find out the means of 
ridding him of his wife, which you 
will remember was also a sort of 
“wing” to the Protestant Re- 
formation, and to relieve Carne- 
king from her crown was much 
about such a measure as that of 
relieving the Catholic freeholders 
of their votes. 

Then comes Mr. Litrieron, 
who tells us, that a ‘ large part 
“of the Protestants in this coun- 
“try look upon a regulation as to 
“the freeholders of Ireland as 
indispensible to the granting of 
‘‘emancipation.” It makes one 
laugh to hear all these contradic- 
iory opinions from men who sup- 
port the same measure. But, 
where, Mr. Lirrieron, do you 
find this ‘“* large part” of the 
English Protestants! Where are 
they! We have heard the people 
of Westminster; and they say, 
that they will continue to pay 
house and window tax, rather than 
consent to the “ wings.” And, 
what part of the people of Eng- 
land has said the contrary ! Show 
us that “ large part” that wants 
to see the Irish freeholders dis- 
franchised. 

However, Mr. Lirrirron, if 
I understand his words, does not 
mean to disfranchise any body. 
He means to propose a law to 

revent poor freehollers from 
iden created in future. That is 
quite another thing. But, then, 
what will that do for Mr. Lrrrie- 
von's “ large ” who look 
upon this lopping of 40s. free- 
holders as ‘* indispensible to eman- 
cipation’’? Good God! Where 
are all these contradictions to end ¢ 
This “‘ monstrous evil,” as the 
friends of the measure pretend, is 
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to have no sensible diminution for 
several years to come, How, then, 
is it to give security to the Pro- 
testants?’ And then, mind, the 
Protestants of Ireland are to un- 
dergo the same diminution as to 
voters; and is that too calculated 
to give the Protestants security ? 
Sir Joun Newrorr likes real 
freedom at elections, even down 
to the lowest ranks; but, the rights 
of the poor freeholders of Ireland 
are, he says, no rights at all; 
they are driven to the poll like 
cattle, and to take the vote from 
them would be fo release them 
from slavery. But, Sir John, 
who is it that drives them? When 
cattle are driven, there must bea 
driver. Now these drivers are 
the very men, who, at this mo- 
ment, petition for the disfranchise- 
ment; and why; because they 
know, that they cannot drive them, 
even now, in all cases; and be- 
cause they fear, that, if emancipa- 
tion were to come, they would not 
be able to drive them at all. That 
is the truth, Sir John. You told 
Mr. Micnars. Anceto Taytor, 
that you knew Ireland rather bet- 
ter than he. Very likely; but, be 
knows, as well as you, that two 
and two make four; and that pro- 
position is not a more evident 
truth, than, that the drivers of 
cattle would not pray to have the 
cattle put an end to, if the exist- 
ence of the cattle were not, in 
some way or other, inconvenient 
to those drivers. Some of these 
* cattle” have sent an address to 
to Mr. Lawzess (which I insert 
below, with his answer), and, it 
seems, that in one parish, at any 
rate, the “‘ cattle” have a sense 
of their danger. But, again I 
say, if this measure be a good to 
the Catholics, in addition to 








pe 








4] Aprit 2, 1825, 42 


emancipation, what will Mr. Lrr-| franchise! The Catholics are. 
TLeTon’s “ large part of Protes-' fortunate in “ able friends,” as 
tants” say to it? They who Mr. Cuartxs Burver called 
want it to counteract the effects of them. Sach compliments were 
good to the Catholics? never, surely, before paid to any 
Of the other * wing,” the pay-| setofmen upon earth: Sir Fran- 
ment of the Catholic clergy, Sir cis here surpasses the compli- 
Joun Newrorr said, that we | ments he paid to the unhappy 
should reflect, that we must pay | millers of Isleworth. 
230.0001. to priests, or 3,000,0007,; !f such were the character of 
(three millions) a year to soldiers! | Irish Catholic Priests, if they 
This is simply a repetitionof what really did prostitute their sacred 
Sir Francis Burperr said at the | office in urging people to marry 
Westminster Meeting, only that| merely for the sake of the fees ; 
the latter put the whisker-expense | if they did employ their influence 
at four millions. Aud here we ,over their flocks to urge them to 
have acomplimentto the Catholic | act so as to make an army neces- 
priests and their religion quite sary to kcep them down, knowing 
equal to that of their other “ able | that the poor creatures were rush= 


friend” of the Morning Chronicle. |ixg on destruction ; if this were. 


This latter would pay the priests true, where is the honest man in 
out of the taxes, in order to pre- the whole world who would not 
vent them from prostituting the say, give them, not money, but a 
Sacrament of Marriage purely for \halter? Itis NOT TRUE: itis. 
the sake of the fees, which he says a falsehood most malignant. The 
they now do, and thus add to the | whole of Christendom cannot pro- 
population of the country, instead duce a body of men so truly 
of letting the people remain single, ; pious and diligent and disinte- 
and letting there be “‘ more bas.| vested as the Catholic Priests of 
tards,” as he says, the “‘ more pru- Ireland. They have never dis- 
dent” Scotch have. This is his! covered a love of money. Their 
complimentto the Catholic religion | works of piety and charity have 
and its priests. Six Joun andj been incessant. They are the 
Six Francis would pay the priests | very best body of Clergy that was 
out of the taxes, in order to save|ever known; and is not this 
the greater expense of anaurmy;| proved by their fruits? What 
thatis to say, then, the influence | but their real goodness is it that 
of the priests is now employed to | has, in spite of ages upon ages of 
cause discontents and insurrec-|the most horrible persecutions, 
tions, or, itis not employed to pre-| caused the Catholic religion to 
vent them; and that, if you will! continue the religion of Ireland, 
but give the priests money, they | and that has, at ‘last, nearly ex- 
will employ their influence to keep | tinguished the flocks of the Pro- 
the people quiet, and will suffer | testant Church, thongh its Clergy 
you to take away the people’s| possess revenues to the amount of 
elective franchise into the bargain ; | three millions a year, avd thot 
and that, too, though Dr. Doyze | the Catholics are invited to jot 
has said, that emancipation is no- | it by all the allurements of emolu- 
thing in value compared with that | ments and honours! Here is a 
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complete answer to all the “ able” 
and calumniating “ friends,” who 
now propose to pay that Clergy 
out of the taxes, and whose real 
hope (a vain one) is, that they 
shall, by giving them money, se- 
duce them from their duty to God 
and to the flocks committed to 
their charge, and make them the 
tools of the Orangemen, 

ir. BRrowniow, who, it will 
be remembered, was the advocate 
of the Orance Socierirs, and 
who is at no pains to disguise his 
hostility to concessions to the Ca- 
tholics, is for paying the Catholic 
Clergy. And he, too, cries out 
against the 40s. freeholders ; and 
says, that to do them away ‘“ would 
“go far towards reconciling the 
“* Protestants of Ireland tu eman- 
** cipation.” And will any one, 
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Mr. Peer looked upon the two 
“wings” as the offer of compen- 
sation tor emancipation, and said, 
honestly, that he, for his part, 
would not receive them as such. 
He, in short, gave mo one ground 
to believe, that he had budged an 
inch; and, I dare say, that we 
shall find that he has not. 

To be sure, he has now to deal 
with opponents, who are insuch a 
plight as men never were before. 
Mr. Rice likes “‘ wing” No. 2, 
because it will make the people 
more free, and give them more 
power. Mr. Lirrieron likes it, 
but does not mean it to take place 
for years to come, though a “large 
“part of the English Protestants 
‘ think itan éndispensible condition 
“of emancipation.” Sit JounNew- 
port is for it, because it will be a 


after this, pretend to believe that | gain to the voters, who are almost 


the existence of those freeholders 
is an evil to the Catholics? Is 
there any one so debased as to 
affect to believe that the measure 
of distranchisement would benefit 
the Catholiccause? SirJoun Nrw- 
porr may know “ rather more 
about Ireland” than Mr. Micuaen 
Anceto Taytor does; but does 
he know more about it than Mr. 
Browntow does t > And, parti- 
cularly, does he know more about 
driving the “ cattle” to the poll? 
Has not Mr. Brown tow seen as 
much of that as Sir Joun? Aye, 
has he; and, doubtless, he knows 
that they are not always so very 
éasy to drive, and knows, too, that 
they would be still more difficult | 
to drive, if emancipation were to 
take place ; and, therefore, it is, 
that he very consistently says, 
that to reduce their numbers 
would “ go far towards reconciling 
“the Protestanis of Ireland to 
* emancipation,” 





all Catholics. Lord Joun Rus- 
sey is fund of it, because it is a 
price paid for emancipation, Sir 
Francis Burverr is in love with 
it, because, **to have being to 
have,” the Catholics must give up 
the franchise to have emancipa- 
tion. Mr. Tierney would like it, 
if he were sure, that it would be 
received as a compromise. Mr, 
Brown ow says it would reconcile 
him to emancipation. Thus are 
things got into a pretty jumble 
at last! The advocates of the 
“wings” may, however, be di- 
vided into two classes: those who 
look upon them as tending to in- 
crease the Catholic influence, and 
those who look upon them as tend- 
ing to diminish it; and, to be 
consistent, both must vote against 
them; the former, because, being 
Protesiants, they ought to op 

a measure which they think tends 
to produce Catholic predomi- 
nance ; and the latter, Deedes. 
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being “able friends” of the Ca- 
tholics, they ought to oppose a 
measure, which they think will 
make them worse off than they 
were before. 


And thus ends this chapter of 
inconsistency and of confusion of 
principles and opinions. The Lorps 
will, 1 take it, as they frequently 
have done before, sweep the whole 
mass away into speedy oblivion, 
clear the stage for us, and leave 
us to begin anew; and, in this 
they will have the hearty appro- 
bation of every just and sensible 
man in the kingdom, and espe- 
cially of those who most anxiously 
wish to see full justice done to 
the long-oppressed Catholics of 
Ireland. 

It now remains for me to offer 
you some remarks upon the treat- 
ment that Mr. O‘Cowne ti has 
received here; and upon the Ca- 
THoLic Bix as it now stands, This 
Jast topic, I must postpone, only 
observing, that I, if I were a mem- 
ber of Parliament, would vote 
against that, even if the wings 
had never been named. It imposes 
oaths, and particularly one oath, 
which reflect dishonour on the Ca- 
tholic religion, and which no ho- 
nourable Catholic will ever take. 
It is, therefore, fortunate for 
Mr. O‘Connatt, that the “ able 
friends” have cleared him of all 
participation in the framing of 
this Bill. But, it would have been 
still more fortunate for him, if he 
had not been so ready to confide 
and to praise. Sir Francis Bur- 
DETT, who now comes out and 
says that Mr. O‘Connexi was 
requested by a BopY OF GENTLE 
MEN to draw the Bill, might have 
said this on. the 23d of March, 
when he silently heard that, which 
was evidently calculated to bold 





Mr. O'Connext forth to the} 


world as having, in the most 
deliberate manner, promulgated 
a falsehood. Why, he was au- 
thorized to draw a Bill for 
Emancipation. If the Commit- 
tee did not “ depute” him to 
do it, “* a body of gentlemen” 
did ; amongst these was Sir Fran- 
cis Burperr himself ; and he was 
one of the Committee. How many 
others of the Committee were pre- 
sent he does not say ; but, if there 
were only he, why did he not give 
this explanation the very moment 
that the atiack.was made? Mr. 
O‘Conné.t has praised too much, 
has been over sanguine and too 
ready to confide; but, these are 
faults (if faults they be) arising 
from that generousness of disposi- 
tion, which is honourable to the 
character of man. It will finally 
turn out, that he has been grossly 
deceived ; but, where is there a 
man to say before the face of the 
world, that he would not rather be 
the deceived than the deceiver ? © 

Wu. COBBETT. 


I have this moment seen an 
Advertisement for a “ hole-and- 
corner petition” in Westminster, 
Defeated at the public meeting, 
the Burdett Rump is getting sig- 
natures in private houses!’ What, 
is it come to this, at last? Will 
this be a petition such as West- 
minster used to send? And, is the 
Baronet fallen so low, as to imi+ 
tate the boroughmongers at Maid- 
stone? Sneak away from the 
face of the people, and juggle up 
a petition in private! He knows, 
that he dares not call another pub- 
lic meeting. He will meet his 
Rump ounce more, perhaps, to 
celebrate ‘‘ purity of election,” 
with well-armed ‘ stewards.” But 
that, I take it, will be his last 
meeting. After that he will have 
plenty of time to hunt foxes. 
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To Jchn Lawless, Esq. 


Sre,--We the undernamed free- 
holders of the parish of Baldoyle, in 
the county of Dublin, registered at 
40s. beg leave to address you, and to 
thank you for the noble exertion you 
made in support of our rights, in the 
attempt to deprive us by underhand 
means of the only right we possessed, 
and the opportunity ot being once in 


seven years introduced to the gentry | 


. 


of the country, and asked by the 
Representatives in parliament for 
our county how we get on, and if we 
had any thing to complain of. At 
the last election we voted for the 
persons who we were told were the 
popular cantidates, contrary, some 
of us, to the wishes of our landlords : 
we did this at the instance of per- 
sons whom we supposed our friends, 
and who we'did not suspect would 
betray us. We have been deceived ; 
we subscribed to the Catholic rent, 
we have been deceived; fur the sums 
subscribed we gain a Joss; in you 
now we place our confidence, and 
beg that you will do what you may 
think fit and proper on our behalf, to 
retain for us our rights, and not suf- 
fer us to be considered as outcasts in 
society. As to the Clergy, we have 
nothing to say ; they will judge for 
themselves, and we hope properly. 
We beg of you, Sir, to present our 
everlasting gratitude and respect to 
that powerful advocate for the rights 
of man, Mr. Cobbett, for his very 
humane acvocacy of our cause, and 
Jet him and his family have the best 
return we can Ofier—our blessings 
and prayers for their welfaré and 
happiness. Some of us are of opi- 
nion that we ought to petition par- 
liament; but as we do not know who 
to trust at present or consult, will 
you tellus what we ought to do, and 
send such adraftas you think would 
answer! We conclude by praying 
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long life for you, and may every hap- 
piness attend you. 


Martin Tracy Joun Burne 
Barxy Macurire Bryan Toox 
Par. Murpuy Mica. Novtan 
Tim. Dunsey Pui. Eastie 
Joun Ryan, * his mark, 

Joun Reitxy, for self and 40 others. 

March 23, 1625. 
Baldoyle, Co. Dublin. 








| To the Freeholders of the Parish 
| of Baldoyle. 


COUNTRYMEN, 

Tue Address which I have re- 
ceived this day from you far over- 
pays me for any humble exertions I 
| may have made, in support of the 
dearest and most valuable privilege 
mun can enjoy—the privilege of giv- 
ing his vote for his representative in 
parliament. I cannot understand 
that plan of Emancipation which 
robs the poor Irish Catholic of this 
proud ana honourable privilege. Such 
a sacrifice is too dear a price for all 
the advantages which the Catholic 
aristocracy and gentry may possibly 
enjoy, from the forthcoming Bill of 
Emancipation. You will pardon me 
for differing with you in the opinion, 
that the men who propose the aboli- 
tion of the 40s. freeholders in Ire- 
land are actuated by corrupt or im- 
proper motives; it is an error in 
judgment ; but I will admit a@ great 
error, and one which I trust reflec- 
tion will correct, before the Legisla- 
ture shall assemble again. It has 
been the boast and pride of my life 
to be the advocate, ae feeble, 
of the rights of my poorer, though 
not less valuable, countrymen. I 
am more than rewarded by their 
good opinion, and shall endeavour 
to continue tu deserve it. 1 remain, 
with sincere respect, 

Your very sincere Friend, 


JOHN LAWLESS. 


Tavistock Hotel, London. 
March 28th, 1825. 
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Ir Mr. Law ess look upon the 
word “ BETRAYED” as ap- 
plying to the conduct of Mr.. 
O'Coxneit, I agree with him; 
but, if he mean to speak generally, 
I disagree with him; for, that 
there has been treachery some- 
where who can possibly deny ? 
Mr. O'Connell was deceived ; 


impede, by tormenting and most 
injurious regulations, the bringing 
of the seeds of these trees into the 
kingdom! Your humble Peti- 
tioner lately imported, through 
the port of London, 23 barrels 
and halt-barrels of seeds; and 
the duties and charges after land- 
ing, amounted to more than the 


but, there must have been some- | original cost of the seeds, the oak 


body to deceive him. These free- 
holders do themselves great ho- 
nour ; and they show that they are 
not the base slaves that they are 
represented to be. 





THE FOLLOWING WAS SENT TO 
THE TREASURY ON WEDNES- 
DAY LAST. 





TO THE 
LORDS OF THE TREASURY. 


The Petition of William Cobbett, 
dated this 30th day of March, 
1825, 

Most humbly showeth, 

That your Petitioner has ob- 
served with at. mortification, 
that, in the list of articles imported, 
from which articles a part of the 
present duties are intended to be 
deducted for the future, Forest 
Seeds are not included. 

It is a fact pertectly well known, 
that there are many trees, which 
will grow to a large size in Eng- 
land ; the timber of some of which 
is much more valuable than that 
of even our best oaks; the growth 
of which is, in this country, as 
rapid as in their native country ; 
but, the seeds of some of which 
will seldom, and that of others 
sh come to perfection in Eng- 


Is it, then, your humble Peti- 
tioner would leave to ask, 
wise to lay a heavy duty, and to 


barrels included. 


But, this additional cost was 
the least part of the injury. Many 
of the seeds required that they 
‘should come in sand. The whole 
‘ contents of the barrels were turned 
out upon the wharf, or some other 
place, the seed sifted from the 
sand, in order, your humble Pe- 
titioner supposes, to weigh the 
seed. And then the contents were 
tumbled back again in a way that 
‘apne great injury to the seed. 

n some cases a complete mixture 
of the seeds took place; Apple 
pips with red-cedar ; tupiloe with 
dog-wood; white ash with sugar- 
maple; white cedar with black 
birch. To separate these would 
cost more money, ten times over, 
than the whole of the seeds cost 
in America. The scrutiny was so 
rigorous, that your humble Peti- 
tioner thought it fortunate, that 
the several sorts of nuts were not 
cracked, in order to ascertain 
whether their shells did not cover 
contraband goods. 

Your humble Petitioner, there- 
fore, prays, that your Lordships 
will be pleased to recommend to 
the ‘*‘ Honourable House” to be 
so “liberal,” in these days of 


“ liberality” and “ ity,” as 
to include Forest hs sates at 
the articles, which are i ed 
to be relieved from duty, and 
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5] American ALMA 
blings and jumblings, which your 
most humble Petitioner's seeds 
have now to undergo. 

And your Petitioner will ever 
most devoutly pray for long 
lite, health and happiness to 
your Lordships. 


Wa. COBBETT. 





GARDEN SEEDS anv FIELD 
SEEDS. 


I nave received from America 
some very fine kidney beans. I 
expect some of the ranning kind, 
Those that Ihave at present are 
dwarfs. There are two sorts. 
The Golden Dwarf, and the Blue 
and White Dwarf. They are the 
finest and plumpest beans that I 
ever saw. They may be had at 
Fleet-street, four-pence a halft- 

int, seven-pence a pint, a shil- 
ling a quart, three and sixpence 
a gallon, and twenty shillings a 
bushel. 


_ Swedish Turnip Seed and Man- 
gel Wurzle Seed. 1 have some of 
the very best of both. The for- 
mer is Is. 3d. a pound, if ten 
pounds are taken; and Is. 6d. if 
a less, quantity. The latter, 2s. 
3d. a pound, if ten pounds: and 
2s. 6d. if less. 1 warrant them 
both, having grown them myself 
from picked and transplanted roots. 
Please to apply at No. 183, 
Fleet-street. 


The Swedish Turnip Seed is of 
recisely the same sort as that, 
rom which the great crop, men- 

tioned in the Register some time 
ao, was grown in Scotland. And 





Mance. Worzet seed is from-| Expenditure, 
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plants, some plants of which 
weighed not less than thirty pounds 
each, and the seed-stalks of which 
were more than ten feet high. 
The plants were all selected, and 
none planted for seed but those of 
the deepest red, which colour is a 
sure indication of the goodness of 
the sort. Those: plants, the flesh 
of which is white, have degene- 
rated. 

N. B. Any gentleman, in Jre- 
land, who may wish to be su 
plied with these seeds, will please 
to apply to Mr. Scutiy, Book- 
seller, Upper Orman Quay, Dub- 
lin, to whom I shall send some 
very shortly. The Mangel Wur- 
zel should not be sown before 
early in June. If sown earlier, 
it is apt to go to seed the first 
year. 


Sprixe Wuear. I have about 


30 bushels, which I sell at 14s. 


a bushel, which is, as nearly as I 
can ascertain, what it cost me. 
This is the wheat for bonnet-straw., 
It may be sown till May. See 
Cottage Economy, last edition, pa- 
ragraphs 224 to 227. 





AMERICAN ALMANACK 
For 1824, 


Tuose who have a mind to see 
how the “ fr frigates with bits of 
striped bunting at their mast- 
heads” get on; those who have a 
mind to see what ships of the line, 
frigates, —_ ag Jonathan 

as . 8 prepari 
for hag wba who hinted ind 
see an account of the Navy, 


Treasury, Imports, E a 
Sarthe 
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like matters appertaining to Jo- 
nathan, may Steve full informa- 
tion respecting them in a book 
under the above title, of which I 
have twenty-five copies to sell at 
the price of six shillings each 
copy; very neatly half-bound, 
and well printed upon good pa- 

r. I see that the exports from 
the United States, imported dur- 
ing the last year, amounted to 
74,699,030 Spanish dollars, and 
that the imports amounted to 
77,579,267 Spanish dollars; I 
also see that the American ton- 
nage, entering into, and departing 
from, the United States, during 
the year, amounted to 1,086,032 
tons. This is the amount of 
Jonathan’s own tonnage. The 
foreign tonnage, during the same 
period, was 239,208 tons. There 
is at the end of the book what is 
called a General Statistical View 
of the Commerce of the United 
States. In short, this little book 
isa very useful one for any person 
who wishes to: be acquainted with 
the wealth and various resources 
of the United States. I beg leave 
to recommend it to the attention 
and perusal of *‘my Lords ” of the 
Admiralty, and particularly to 
that profound Statesman and Le- 
gislator, and most renowned Naval 
Commander, Sir Joseru YorkKE, 





Knight of the Order of the Bath. 
His worship will here see why it 
aitalae happened that Mr. 
Presitpent Mapison remained 
undeposed, in spite of the speech 
attributed to his worship, and in 
spite of the exhortations and im- 
precations of that sensible vehicle, 
the Old Times newspaper. 





GARDENING BOOK. 





My Book on Garpentne is 
called the ** American Gardener,” 
and it was written for use in the 
United States. Two large edie 
tions have been sold here. But, 
it is now out of print, and [ shall, 
in its stead, publish, in a few 
weeks, “ The English Gar- 
dener.” The other work was not 
adapted to our seasons; and, be- 
sides, it said nothing of wadl-trees, 
which is a great subject with us, 
and of the pruning of which it is 
necessary to say a great deal; 
for, on it depends almost the 
whole of the success in getting 
fruit, and in getting it fine. On 
the subject of graffing and bud- 
ding, and particularly on the sub- 
ject of planting orchards, I have 
a great deal to say, that I think 
will be very useful, 
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MARKETS. 


Average Prices of CORN through- 
out ENGLAND, for the week end- 
ing March 19. 


Per Quarter. 


s. d. s. dd. 
Wheat .. 68 1),Qats....24 1 
Rye....39 7] Beans... 37 7 
Barley .. 40 2] Peas....40 4 


Corn Exchange, Mark Lane. 


Quantities and Prices of British 
Corn, &e. sold and delivered in 
this Market, during the week ended 
Saturday, March 19. 


Qrs. <&. s8.° 4. s. ad, 
Wheat 6,652 for 24,098 10 4 Average,72 4 
Barley 5,702....01,673 11) 7.......... 40 11 
@ats.. 19,465....17,225 13 6..........25 7 
Ry@esce —— cece = sw vweeccces -- 
Bokns.« LFF 0.60. BOO GS Buiccictcccae & 
ease .. 640.... 1,287 O 35...... oe AD 


Friday, March 25.—The quanti- 
ties of Corn that have arrived this 
weck are small. ‘The proposal of 
Government to admit Canada Wheat 
at a duty of 5s. per quarter has had 
a sensible effect on the minds of our 


ETS. 56 


creased considerably within these 
few days, but this trade has not im- 
proved since Monday last. 


Monday, March 26.—The arrivals 
of all sorts of Corn last week were 
moderate, and of Flour the quantity 
was noi considerable. This morning 
there is only a short fresh supply of 
Wheat, Barley, Beans, and Peas, 
from Essex, Kent, and Suffolk, and 
an inconsiderable supply of Oats 
from the North. The proposition of 
Government to admit Wheat from 
Canada at a duty of 5s. per quarter, 
and the intended motion on the Corn 
Laws, which stands for the 19th of 
April, have a tendency to keep the 
trade ina dull state. Prime Wheat 
still continues scarce, and finds buy- 
ers at last week’s terms; but other 
sorts are dull, and 1s. to 2s, per qr. 
cheaper. 


Barley has become extremely heavy 
in sale, and is declined 2s. per quar- 
ter. Beans, except very dry, go off 
slowly at declining rates. There are 
few Boiling Peas for sale, and they 
remain dullat last quotations. Grey 
Peas are also unaltered. The quan- 
tity of Oats for sale is not consider- 
able, and there has been a slow sale 
fur this article at the terms of this 





millers; they at present appear en- 
tirely disinclined to purchase W heat, 
and this trade is therefore reported 
lower for all except the finest sam- 
ples. Barley has met a slow trade 
to-day at Monday's terms. Beans 
and Peas continue to sell heavily. 
The quantity of Oats for sale has de- 


day se’nnight. The Flour trade is 
| very dull. 


Price on board Ship as under, 


Flour, per sack ......60s. — 68s. 
—--— Seconds ........56s. — 60s. 
——- North Country . .52s.— 55s 
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Account of Wheat, &c. arrived in | 


the Port of London, from March 
21 to March 26, both inclusive. 


Qrs. Qrs. 
Wheat .. 5,611] Tares.... 1,066 
Barley .. 5,401] Linseed... 300 
Malt .... 7,792 | Rapeseed. 51 
Oats .... 5,712 | Brank .. 40 
Beans... 2,076 | Mustard.. — 





Flour.... 6,656 | Flax .... — 
eee 14| Hemp... -— 
Peas .... 912] Seeds ... 463 





Foreign. — Wheat, 620; Barley, 
2600; and Oats, 610 quarters. 





Total Quantity of Corn returned as 
Sold in the Maritime Districts, for 
the Week ended March 19. 

Qrs. Qrs. 

Wheat . . 45,043 }] Oats . .. . 40,756 


Rye.... 390] Beans... 5,863 
Barley . . 38,438 | Peas.... 2,172 





Monday, March 28.—The arrivals 
from Ireland last week were 482 
firkins of Butter, and 595 bales of 
Bacon; and from Foreign Ports 
5,939 casks of Butter. 


City, With March, 1825. 


BACON. 


There is very little doing on credit ; 
almost all the holders demand ready 
money. — On board, 56s. to 57s. 
Landed, 56s, to 58s. 


BUTTER. 


Landed: Carlow, 100s. to 102s. ; 
or Dublin, Waterford, 93s. to 100s. 
Dutch, (best) 110s, to 112s. 





CHEESE. 


The demand for Cheese has consi- 
derably increased of late; but still 
the prices here leave no profit to 
those who bring from the country. 


Price of Bread.—The price of the 
4lb. Loaf is stated at lid. by the 
full-priced Bakers. 





HOPS. 


Maidstone, March 24.—There has 
been no variation in the Hop trade 
since our last account. 





Smituririp, Monday, March 28. 
Per Stone of 8 pounds (alive). 
s dd. -ti dl, 
Beef .....4 4 to 4 10 
Mutton ...5 O—5 8 
Veal ..... 5 6—6 6 
Pork; .. 4 5 4—6 4 


Beasts ... 3,012 | Sheep .. 16,820 
Calves... 120] Pigs... 130 


Neweate, (same day.) 


Per Stone of 8 pounds (dead). 


 «¢ ae | 
Beef ..... 3 4to4 4 
-Mutton...4 0— 410 
Veal ..... 4 O—6 0 
Poti... 44—6°-4 


LEaDENHALL, (same day.) 


Per Stone of 8 pounds (dead); 
s. a... Be de 


Beef.....3 4 to 4 6G 
Mutton...44—5 0 
Veal .....4 2 

-.4 4 


4— 6 
Pork... . 8 — 6 
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POTATOES. 
SPiraLFieLtps.—per Ton. 
eee £3 10 to £5 10 


Middlings......2 10 — 3 0 
Chats..........2 10 — 0 0 


Common Red..0 0 — O O 
Boroucu.—per Ton. 

, ee, * £3 10 to £5 10 

Middlings......2 10 — 3 0 

SD nde e wed 20— 3 5 


Common Red..3 10 — 4 10 


COUNTRY CORN MARKETS. 


Maxzkerts. 
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HAY and STRAW, per Load. 


Smithfield, —Hay.... 
Straw... 
Clover.. 


| Whitechapel.--Hay.... 
Straw... 
Clover.. 





| Ships at Market. 
253 Newcastle.. 10} 29s. 6d. to 37s. 6d 
4 Sunderland.. 2} 29s. 6¢.—A4ls, 6d, 


| 
| 





45s. to 100s, 
40s. to 48s. 
63s, to 110s. 


66s. to 95s, 
42; to 48s. 
80s. to 115s, 


COAL MARKET, March 25. 





Ships sold. 


Price. 


By the Quarter, excepting where otherwise named; from Wednesday to 
° Saturday last, inclusive. 


The Scotch Markets are the Returns of the Week before. 
Oats. 


Aylesbury ...... 
Banbury ......-- 
Basingstoke .... 


Bridpori......... 


Chelmsford....... 
Derby ...-+---.«- 
Devizes.......+.- 
Dorchester...... 
Eye .. .c.ecccees 
Guildford ........ 
Henley ........0 
Hornecastle...... 
Hungerford....... 
EWG ccodve sins 
Newbury ........ 
Newcastle ...... 
Northampton... .. 
Nottingham ..,. 
Reading ........ 
Stamford......... 
Stowmarket .... 
SWABSER 2. ccccce 
OND nid inand ee 
Uxbridge ........ 
Warminster...... 
Winchester....... 
Dalkeith® ...... 
Had. ingtou*.... 











Wheat. | Barley. 
s. tos. d.| s& tas. d 
72 £00) 38 440 
60 800 45 490 
64 740) 30 460 
64 700. 34 37 0 
64 78 0, 36 420 
70 760: 46 500 
60 78 0) 31 480 
50 740) 32 420 
68 760) 33 420 
64 760 > 28 450 
60 65 0 36 47 0 
66 810 27 500 
60 660 32 440 
56 760 30 430 
66 780) 37 450 
61 800) 32 460 
58 720) 30 440 
64 770 41 460 
67 00 | 47 0 0 
60 860 30 «6450 0 
68 750) 40 460 
64 760: 28 440 
64 00 33 0 0 
68 00 39 00 
62 89 0 33 49 0 
53 780,30 540 

0 OO 0 OO 
30 386/29 360 
30 38 6128 37 0 


s. to s. 


25 
25 
20 
24 


0 


| 24 
, 26 


23 
22 
99 
24 
21 
17 


| 23 





25 
17 
20 
24 
27 
24 
21 
20 
21 
28 
25 
21 

0 
19 
17 


d 
30 0 
30.0 
29 0 


| 


00. 
| 30 


0 0 
33 0 
34 0 
31 
26 
30 
32 
30 
25 
34 
27 
32 





Beans. 


s. to s. 


33 
40 
38 
46 


38 
46 

0 
18 
17 


48 
56 
50 

0 
33 
54 
56 
53 
48 
36 
46 
50 
48 
58 

0 
50 
42 
38 

0 
44 
40 
36 


eeooqoocoocoococoeccococoecooooo$cs 


d. 


| 
| 


| 37 





Pease. 
s. to s. d. 
43. 45 0 
0 

0 
0 
35 
0 
0 
0 
0 
34 
40 
49 
0 


0 
0 


or 


i we Go 
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oe 


38 
0 
0 

40 
0 

32 
0 
0 

42 
0 
0 

17 
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* Dalkeith and Haddington are given by the boll.—The Scotch bolt for Wheat 
Rye, Pease, and Beans, is three per cent. more than 4 bushels. The doll of 


Barley and Oats, is about 6 bushels Winchester, 


English quarter. 


or as 6 to 6 compared with the 
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Liverpool, March 22.—The arrivals of Grain since this day se’nnight, 
owing to the prevalence of easterly winds, have been inconsiderable, 
although fully adequate to the demand, notwithstanding a further small 
reduction would have been submitted to during the past week. At the 
market of this day the principal enquiries were for fine fresh new Irish 
Wheats, some pretty considerable parcels of which were taken off at fully 
the prices of last Tuesday. Oats, for which there were but few buyers, 
may be quoted a halfpenny per bushel lower, 


Imported into Liverpool, from the 15th to the 21st of March, 1825, in- 
clusive:—Wheat, 1,369; Oats, 2,746; Malt, 2,440; Beans, 1,470; and 
Peas, 185 quarters. Flour, 715 sacks, per 280lbs. Oatmeal, 100 packs, 
per 240 lbs. 


Norwich, March 26.—In consequence of a decline in the country mar- 
kets this week, but very few samples were shown here to-day ; the needy 
millers were compelled from the scanty appearance to purchase the Wheat 
at much the same as last quoted. Barley begins to be a slow sale. 


Bristol, March 26.—Our Corn markets are not abundantly supplied, yet 
sales are rather heavy. 


. Birmingham, March 24.—We had no briskness in any part of the trade 
to-day, and no material alteration of the prices of last week. The supplies 
of fine Grain generally were short, and Old Beans rather scarce: of other 
descriptions more than enough was at hand. 


Ipswich, March 26.—We had to-day a very short supply of all Grain, 
and every thing was lower. Prices as follow :—Wheat, 63s. to 75s, ; Barley, 
30s. to 43s.; Beans, 35s. to 37s.; and Oats, 22s. to 28s. per quarter. 


Wisbech, March 26.—We had again to-day a short supply of Wheat, 
which must be called a trifle lower ; in other Grain no material alteration. 


Boston, March 23.—Since the 16th inst. there has been scarcely any 
thing delivering here from the growers, (who are busy in the field,) and 
to-day at market there is very little offering. Fine dry samples of Wheat 
are full as dear, the millers wanting it; inferior rather lower. Oats have 
rallied again from the depression of last week, and now command quite as 
much as on this day se’nnight, although the buyers have been less anxious 
during thepastweek. Beans are dearer 1s. to 2s, per quarter, and scarcely 
any offering. Rye is wanted. 


Wakefield, March 25.—The arrivals of Grain this week are pretty con- 
siderable; the trade continues to rule extremely dull for every article. 
Wheat is held at much the same terms as on this day se’nnight; but the 
millers seem not disposed to purchase to any extent, and where.sales are 
forced, lower prices must be submitted to. Barley is in very limited demand, 
particularly stained qualities ; all descriptions are 1s, to 2s, per qr. lower, 


Hull, March 25.—We had not a large supply of Grain to-day. The 
holders of Wheat showed no disposition to make any reduction, and the 
buyers were ally indifferent to do business, except on lower terms, 
consequently trade was stagnant. The few sales that took place may 
be considered about 1s. under the currency of last Tuesday, 

Yarmouth, March 24.—Our market on Saturday was liberally supplied 
with Grain; fine Wheats maintained last week’s prices, There was a eee 
demand for the stained Barleys-at 2s. to 3s. per quarter advance. ts, 
Pease, and Beans were-each a dull sale, and rather cheaper, 
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COUNTRY CATTLE anp MEAT MARKETS, &e. 


Norwich Castle Meadow, March 26,—There a red several droves of 
good lean Scots for sale to-day, but few good fat ts, except those shewn 
by the butchers intended for Easter. lean beasts did not appear to go 
off readily, the salesmen demanding near 5s. per stone: there were few 
Sheep penned.—Fat Beef 6d. to 8d.; Mutton 7d. to ed. ; Pork 64d. to 84d. ; 
Veal 7d. to 8\d. per pound. 

Horncastle, March 26.—Beef, 8s. per stone of 14 Ibs.; Mutton, 7d. to 
8d.; Pork, 6d. to 74d.; and Veal, 9d, to 10d. per lb. 

Bristol, March 24.—Beef, from 6d. to 6jd.; Mutton, 8d. to 8$d.; and 
Pork, 6d. to 64d. per |b. sinking offal. 

Manchester, March 23.—On sale 2232 Sheep, at 64d. to 9d. per lb. sink- 
ing the offal; 455 Cattle, at 44d. to 7§d.; 12 Pigs —Total 2699. 

Malton, March 26.—Meat in the shambles.—Beef, 7d. to 8id.; Mut- 
ton, 7d. to 8d.; Pork, 64d. to 74d.; and Veal 8d. to 10d. per lb. Fresh But- 
ter, 15d. to 16d. per Ib. of 180z. Bacon Sides, 7s. 6d. ; Hams, 8s. 9d. to 
10s. per stone of 14 lbs, 

At Morpeth Market, on Wednesday, there was a very great supply of 
Cattle and Sheep ; and although there were many buyers, both kinds met 
with a dull sale; prices much the same.— Beef, from 5s, 9d. to 6s, 9d.; 
Mutton, 6s. 9d. to 7s. 9d. per stone, sinking offal. 

. . 





AVERAGE PRICE OF CORN, sold in the Maritime Countics of 
England and Wales, for the Week ended March 19, 1825. 
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